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and certainly not conducive to knowledge, to adduce
uncertain hypotheses based on incomplete research, as
proofs of another hypothesis still more hazardous. We
need only compare the very different views held on the
totems and on matriarchy by Engels on one hand, and
by Cunow on the other; and when we confront both
with the totally heterodox opinions of Professor Freud
on the same subject, it is at once borne in upon us that
science and research are moving here on precarious and
uncertain ground. Moreover, authors habitually adduce
only those facts which seem to tell in favour of their
theory, setting aside or overlooking those which tell
against it. Persons looking for proofs of a preconceived
opinion are generally unable to see facts other than those
which seem to support it.
It will seem advisable to confine our investigation
to historical times, which is to say, to that part of human
history which is tolerably well known to us. We shall
admit that it is not always possible to draw a clear-cut
line, There are nations and tribes in very different
stages of civilisation living on this earth to-day, and
we are probably justified in concluding that nations
which have now attained a high level of culture once
lived under conditions similar to those which we find
among the primitive races of our day. In some cases
we are even able to prove this, as records are not wanting
in which the habits and customs of these nations in
bygone times are depicted. Our essential point being,
however, to find out the true causes of the changes which
took place in the course of their history, it is clearly our
first task to state the facts, the exact course taken by
events. We certainly must first know how all this came
about before we can tell why it happened. And the
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